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July 6, 1950 



subject: Question of a Visa for Duxcansky- FER D!N^£_ 



_ . „ “ Kr. Paul Kazlror, President, glova* y AnerlfcR 
PAHTiciPANTSs Er. j, c. Scixanka. Editor, Blorab t 

Reverend Rudolph Dilong, Representative of Durcansky 
Mr* Lowell E* Jones, Honorary President of the Ameri can 
Friends ©# Slovak Free do© iirk/5 

mi C* Vedeler, SB /l) 



COPIES TO: 



C* Vedeler , SB 

BUR * Mr* Bonhright 
BE - Mr * Tost 

Mr^; ^ Reinhardt^ 
S/P - Mr* Jgyoe ^ 
TO S?Kr* ES&eureux 
L/M - Miss Fite > 



Masers. Kaaimer, Sclranka, and Jones accompanied Reverend OHoag 
in a, calico request the department *s support for admission of 
Kerdinandftthurc^^ Foreign Minister of the Slovak Republic 



^©r^n^d^t^urcans^ 

^STnow ft^cTw ^jovaic _iiD erauo n to tun country.. 

.3Ebey suggested tha vcinc o"'XbtoT'S 3udOT~Tia3 ' receive d a visa many Aaericans 
-pt Slovak descent believed that Durcafcsky should also be issued a visa* 
They said that this was all the more important in that Dnrc^fll^r wa*. 
a more forceful tender then Sidor and had a larger following; in Czech©- 
\«&evafcla* . They maintained, moraover, that many" of their ^friends and 
Traders of the Slovak t Amerlkc could not understand the Department*® 
altitude if Durcansky should not receive a visa when Sidor had 
d^vtainfid entry to the United States. 

I pointed out that, in our view the two cases were distijlngulehed 
by. important differences* Rttr^ansky had been^ listed as a war cr imin al 
*:• the United Ration* j*ar Crimes Coens is s ion sitting in London and >e- 
&e''or this the Deportment could ndt find it possible to reoqsBa ajB^ \ 
' : $S# issuance, of a vise for entry to the United JBt&tes if ah* ad^sory ^ 
^®aion should be requested by any consular officer abroad to whom 
|sffitthnsky might apply* This had been oar view previously when the same 
fppN&on had arisen, end after Mr* Jones shad called a few days ago the 
)^pSer had been considered again* 4 Our conclusion was that there 
'^' ; 3tesis for changing our earlier view. ^ <gjp| : . 
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yak Liberation Coaaaittep) to thiSr country*. 



fcejr v. 
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Th®y asked whether 007 appeal might be made against this 
decision or the findings of the United Rations Rar Crime s Com- 
nrioslon. 1 replied' that the United Rations Rar Crimes Commission 
comprised a naaber of trained lawyers considered of ob Jeetlye 
ettftwdefrom various nations* incladlng, the United States end 
Great' Britain* Re had bayn Raided by their f indin gs In *smy~ 
codes nod sees no reason ^hus far not to assent them In the present 
lwt.&jiBe, It wphld not. therefore j seem lliqaly that oar position 
changed even If the .matter, were carried higher* 
rdepense -to .their rstHaaet ftn -.Information reg«rdii«;..'d*fe» grounds 
*nreahaky* wasi-^Llstad by the United Katlh&\Rer- Urine a 
« aur.n wi wg .erliinal I stated that we wdnlfl Iholt. Into 
i fjpjafo fiM' -hf.-ithSrjBgse: an! Inf orm than of r > wh«t 'We 'rer<l me to 
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